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that | have heard comunities have on their wish list, 55sumin
that this bill were to pass, things that they would use it om
| think it is pretty clear by now that things | ~ke libraries,
convention centers, auditoriunms, buildings to house machinery,
all of those kind of things would be excluded if this gmendment
wer e adopted. And for that reason, | amnot going to support
this. I think the. .maybe the concept of infrastructure you
could ~argue is not a good ore to describe |ipraries
audi toriuns, convention centers. You really are talking more
about capital construction t ypes of projects than you are
infrastructure | would grant that. pguyt| think it is not real ly
i ncunbent upon the Legislature to tell these communities,
particularly if you have a community that has excellent solid
waste management facilities, wastewater, stormwater, and water
treatment works, et cetera, that they have to spend. gt they
are going to get this noney and they have to spend it "o t(hose
things, it seems to me to be a bit of a waste. pgecause Senator
Scofield referenced ny earlier comrents when she began her
i nstruction or her comments on this that she thought this went

along with the direction that I talked ghoyt going, and this
doesn't. Miat | had tal ked about originally when the people
supporting the NIRF bill came to me, pny thoughts were rather

than five different communities that are of the size that they
would get S20,000each, and you can't really do a whole |or |
terms nf infrastructure capital construction for $20, 000, that P
would rather see the systemset up where those five comunities
conmpete with one another and so we have some sort of
prioritization mechanism where a community that has a single
best $100,000 project would get those monies in 5 giyven year
and maybe not be eligible then for two or three gmre years to
conpete again, so that we nake sure that this goes into projects
of the size that can be considered capital construction, if you

don't _like the word "infrastructure". | advanced that
discussion to a few people. |t did not get very far, sol chose
not to pursue it rmuch further. But to limt the types of

proj ects, types of capital construction projects, infrastructure
projects to those that certainmenbers of the Legislature think
are better than others | don't think is a good idea and ;

. . I owill
not be supporting the Scofield amendnent.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Abboud.
SENATOR ABBOUD: | will waive.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schinek, please.
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